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and crime whose very shadow seems to make a mockery 
of our Christmas solemnities. 

It is reported that a session of the House of Represent- 
atives was recently opened with a prayer that " we might 
be quick to resent any insult to our country." Was such 
a prayer addressed to a human audience already predis- 
posed to answer it? Let us rather make our Christian 
appeal to the great Father of mankind in the earnest 
language of the commander-in-chief of the British forces, 
— "God forbid that there should be a war! " 

" Blessed are the peacemakers ; for. they shall be called 
the children of God." 



WAR THE WORST METHOD. 

NECESSITY OF A HIGH COURT OF NATIONS. 

BY REV. SCOTT F. HERSHEY, PH.D. 

From a sermon preached in the First Presbyterian Church, 
Boston, Dec. 29, 1895. 

I invite the reflection of thoughtful Americans upon 
several things. 

First : If the cessation of war be not possible, then the 
Lord's Prayer is a mockery and the New Testament 
teachings do not apply to men in their larger dealings in 
international affairs. The Sermon on the Mount furnishes 
us with a system of practical diplomacy for the guidance 
of nations, as well as with a system of personal virtues 
and rules for guidance in private life. The gospel teach- 
ings of peace may be applied to nations in their dealings 
with each other. Nations, as well as individuals, need 
the Gospel applied. The doctrine of peace is an impor- 
tant one in New Testament ethics. We read : 

Guide our feet in the way of peace. 

In Him the world might have peace. 

Follow after the things which make for peace. 

Let the peace of God rule in your hearts. 

Be at peace among yourselves. 

Follow peace with all men. 

The fruit of righteousness is sown in peace. 

If there was more of a disposition to apply this sys- 
tem of New Testament ethics to international affairs 
there would be fewer ferments to grow into provocation 
for war between nations. The great Russian economist, 
Novicow, has timely said : 

We shall never secure peace so long as we permit our respective 
governments to pursue a policy of brag and bluster, greed and 
grab. 'We must ,insist upon international justice, not in vague 
terms, but in its application to all the actual questions of the time. 
To do so effectively we must understand them thoroughly, and 
then our cry for peace will receive an echo everywhere, but not 
until then. If we fail in our task it will be our own fault, and re- 
lapse into complete barbarism may be the result. 

Secondly : I ask our people to reflect that war is always 
found the most costly and often the worst method for the 
settlement of troubles. Our war of 1812 lasted two and 
a half years, and could certainly have been avoided if 
wiser counsels had prevailed on both sides. Our Mexi- 
can war was a political blunder of the Washington politi- 
cians. The war of 1862 cost us three-quarters of a mill- 
ion of men and three billion seven hundred millions of 
money. 

Thirdly : Reflect that war has become logically unjust 
and impractical. Calm and capable statesmen, not poli- 
ticians, of all Christian countries, agree that most of the 
international wars of the nineteenth century might have 
been settled by arbitration. If a serious quarrel arises 



between two Christian men, what do they do? Take off 
their coats? If a trouble is provoked between two towns, 
over real or imaginary municipal wrongs, there is a means 
provided for the adjustment, without the shedding of 
blood. 

If a difficulty arises between two States, the Supreme 
Court of the nation is appealed to, and the decision is 
final. If a difficulty arises between two nations, why not 
repair to a similar authority for a peaceful settlement? 
The logic of common sense, the principles of justice 
would so recommend. 

I commend to thinking men and women of a high type 
of benevolence of soul the idea of a high court of the 
Christian world, as worthy of careful experiment. This 
international Supreme Court should be constituted by the 
appointive power of the sovereign heads of the Christian 
nations, subject to the confirming power of the upper leg- 
islative branch of the respective governments. 

It should be composed of the most able, best trained, 
and most experienced constitutional jurists of the various 
nations. It should sustain about such relations to the 
Christian world as the Supreme Court of the United 
States, or the Supreme Bench of Great Britain, bears to 
these respective nations. It should sit in perpetuity. 
Before this high august court Of the nations should be 
taken by appeal, all questions of difficulty and friction 
between the powers connected with this great judicial or- 
ganization. 

Under such a system fleets and armies could be largely 
dispensed with. All the heart pangs, sad homes and 
bloodshed which trail after the mobilization of great 
armies would be no more. Christian civilization would 
be immensely advanced. The general progress of two 
hundred years might be advanced in a quarter of a cen- 
tury, and the beautiful ways of peace would bring in an 
undying summer tide to the nations. 

Men of a philanthropic spirit, who are disposed to serve 
their age in some highly practical way, men of high 
standing in commercial and philanthropic circles, men of 
large and broad culture, generous nature and liberal 
wealth, could devote themselves to no better service than 
that of pushing to the consideration of the two leading 
Christian nations of the world some practical system of a 
great international court of arbitration. It would be the 
chief jewel in the crown resting on the brow of the nine- 
teenth century. It is a plan which is feasible, practical, 
statesmanlike and Christian. And what more should be 
asked to commend it to a practical trial? 

Fourthly : War necessitates an awful waste of energy and 
wealth, which may be diverted from useful channels. If 
there should be an equal contribution of the national en- 
ergies and wealth to education and the spreading of pop- 
ular institutions ; to secure intelligence to the poorer and 
more unfortunate classes ; to philanthropy, as in the 
establishment of great libraries, lectureships and benevo- 
lent systems for the same classes, the encouragement and 
development of science, and for all the uses of general 
progress, the beneficent results would be for the glory 
and good of all the people. The nation, as the indi- 
vidual citizen, should devote its energies to the higher 
needs of the world. 

Fifthly : Especially do we stand aghast at the thought 
of. war between England and the United States. We 
may be pardoned for speaking of them as the two leading 
nations in the Christian world ; nations of one language 
and one civilization, with a kindred type of institutions, 
presenting such a system of constitutional law as found 
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nowhere else in the world at any time ; having the same 
basis of common law ; people of the same blood ; two 
nations, but one people and one civilization ! The Chris- 
tian people of these two nations must prevent war. It 
would seem too much like a war of brothers. During 
a similar strain between these two countries in 1845 Mr. 
Sumner said : 

War witli England would be paricidal. The heart recoils and 
sickens in horror from the deadly shock between children of a 
common ancestry, speaking the same language, soothed in infancy 
by the same words of love and tenderness, and hardened into the 
vigor of 'manhood under the bracing influence of institutions 
drawn from the same ancient founts of freedom. 

Presbyterians on both sides have already spoken. On 
Christmas day the Presbytery of Edinburgh sent this 
message to the Moderator of the General Assembly of 
the Presbyterian Church of the United States. 

Edinburgh Presbytery, of the Free Church of Scotland, with 
brotherly greetings, express an earnest hope that everything con- 
sistent with, the will of Christ will be done on both sides to secure 
a worthy and peaceful settlement of the question under debate. 

To which the moderator of the General Assembly of the 
United States returned this response : 

American Presbyterians respond cordially to the fraternal mes- 
sage of the Edinburgh Presbyterian Free Church, and unite in the 
hope that the present differences between our nations will be 
settled on the basis of righteousness and peace. 

And this, we believe, is typical of the prevailing senti- 
ment among the Christian classes of both countries. 

There are men and women in the homes of both lands, 
of broad Christian qualities, as noble as ever cherished 
high honor and a deep sense of justice and equity. They 
are the salt of both countries. My appeal is to them. 
They must come to the front and prevent a war which 
would retard civilization throughout the English-speaking 
world for at least a hundred years, and would send 
Christianity on the countermarch for two hundred years. 



A JOINT ADVISORY COMMISSION. 

BY HON. CARL SCHDRZ. 

From an address de'ivered before the New York Chamber of 
Commerce, Jan. 2, 1890. 

It is generally said, in Great Britain as well as here, 
that there will be no war. The belief is born of the wish. 
It is so general because almost everybody feels that such 
a war would be a disaster not only calamitous but also 
absurd and shameful to both nations. From the bottom 
of my heart I trust the prediction will prove true. But 
the prediction itself, with the popular sentiment prompt- 
ing it, will not be alone sufficient to make it true. Bloody 
wars have happened in spite of an earnest popular de- 
sire for peace on both sides, especially when points of 
honor inflamed the controversy. It may be in vain to 
cry "Peace 1 Peace!" on both sides of the ocean, if we 
continue to flaunt the red flag in one another's faces. 

The commission just appointed by the President indeed 
consists of eminent, patriotic and wise men. They will, 
no doubt, conduct their inquiry with conscientious care 
and fairness. So we think here. But we have to admit 
that after all it is a one-sided contrivance, and as such 
lacks an important element of authority. Suppose the 
report of the commission goes against the British conten- 
tion. Suppose then we say to Great Britain : " Oar in- 
vestigation shows this, and we decide accordingly. Take 
this, or fight !" How then ? It is quite possible that a 



vast majority of the British people care very little about 
the strip of territory in dispute, and would have been 
satisfied to let the whole of it go to arbitration. It is 
not impossible even that Lord Salisbury himself, in view 
of the threatening complications in Europe and other 
parts of the world, and of the manifold interests involved, 
might at last rather let it be so submitted than have a 
long quarrel about it. But it may well be doubted 
whether any statesman at the head of the British or any 
other great government would think that he could afford 
to yield what he otherwise would be disposed to yield, 
under a threat of war. Similar circumstances would pro- 
duce similar effects with us. The fact is, therefore, that 
however peaceable the popular temper may be on both 
sides of the water, the critical moment will come at the 
time when the commission reports, and, if that commis- 
sion remains one-sided as it is now the crisis may become 
more exciting and dangerous than ever. 

But in the meantime there will be something calling for 
the most earnest attention of the business world on both 
sides of the Atlantic. While that critical period is im- 
pending there will be — who knows how long — a dark 
cloud of uncertainty hanging over both nations, an 
uncertainty liable to be fitfully aggravated on occasion, 
or even without occasion, by speculative manufac- 
turers of rumors. Every business calculation will be 
like taking a gambler's chance. The spirit of enterprise 
will be depressed by vague anxiety as to the future, by 
the apprehension-paralysis, and I need not tell you as ex- 
perienced business men what all this means as to that 
confidence which is necessary to set in motion the rich 
man's money and the poor man's labor, and thus to de- 
velop general prosperity. It is of the highest importance , 
therefore, that this uncertainty be removed, or at least 
lessened as much and as soon as possible ; and the peace 
sentiment prevailing here as well as in England, of which 
the friendly message from the Chamber of Commerce in 
Edinburgh is so cheering an evidence, may perhaps be 
practically set to work for the accomplishment of that end. 

A thought occurred to me when studying President 
Cleveland's Venezuela message, which, indeed, may well 
have occurred, at least in general outline, to many others 
at the same time, because it seems so natural. I am glad 
to notice that something in the same line was suggested 
by an English journal. The President has appointed an 
American commission to inquire into British claims as to 
the Venezuelan boundary. As I have already pointed out, 
the findings of that commission will, owing to its one- 
sided origin, lack an essential element of the moral 
authority required to command general credit. This au- 
thority would be supplied if an equal number of eminent 
Englishmen, designated by the British government, were 
joined to the commission to co-operate in the examination 
of the whole case, and if the two parties, to prevent 
deadlocks between them, agreed upon some distinguished 
person outside to preside over and direct their delibera- 
tions and to have the casting vote — the commission to be 
not a court of arbitration, and as such to pronounce a 
final and binding decision of the whole case, the thing 
which Lord Salisbury objected to— but an advisory coun- 
cil, to report the results of its inquiry into the whole 
case, together with its opinions, findings and recommen- 
dations to the two governments for their free acceptance 
or rejection. 

It may be said that such an arrangement would not en- 
tirely remove the uncertainty as to the final outcome. I 
believe, however, that it would at least very greatly lessen 



